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significantly affects the United States—as re-
quired for a country to be designated a major
transit country. In the event that I determine
that heroin transiting Turkey, Bulgaria,
Greece, the former Republic of Yugoslavia,
Bosnia, Croatia, the Former Yugoslavian Re-
public of Macedonia, or other European
countries on the Balkan Route significantly
affects the United States, I will add the rel-
evant countries to the majors list.
Cuba. Cuba’s geographical position astride
one of the principal Caribbean trafficking
routes to the United States makes it a logical
candidate for consideration for the majors
list. While there continue to be some credi-
ble reports that trafficking syndicates use
Cuban territory (including waters and air-
space) for moving drugs, it has yet to be con-
firmed that this traffic carries significant
quantities of cocaine or heroin to the United
States.
Central Asia. There have been recent probes
of potential cultivation sites in Tajikistan and
Uzbekistan, traditional opium poppy growing
areas of the former Soviet Union. These
probes did not show significant opium poppy
cultivation. If ongoing analysis reveals cul-
tivation of 1,000 hectares or more of poppy,
I will add the relevant countries to the majors
list.
Major Cannabis Producers. While
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Morocco, the Phil-
ippines, and South Africa are important can-
nabis producers, they do not appear on this
list since I have determined, pursuant to FAA
section 481(e)(2), that in all cases the illicit
cannabis is either consumed locally or ex-
ported to countries other than the United
States, and thus such illicit cannabis produc-
tion does not significantly affect the United
States.

Sincerely,

William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Jesse Helms,
chairman, and Joseph R. Biden, Jr., ranking mem-
ber, Senate Committee on Foreign Relations; Ted
Stevens, chairman, and Robert C. Byrd, ranking
member, Senate Committee on Appropriations;
Benjamin A. Gilman, chairman, and Lee H. Ham-
ilton, ranking member, House Committee on
International Relations; and Robert L. Livingston,
chairman, and David R. Obey, ranking member,

House Committee on Appropriations. This letter
was released by the Office of the Press Secretary
on November 10.

Remarks on Fast-Track Trade
Legislation and an Exchange With
Reporters
November 10, 1997

The President. Good morning. Ladies
and gentlemen, as you know, we have post-
poned the vote in the House of Representa-
tives on renewing fast-track authority to
strengthen our ability to expand exports
through new agreements. I’m disappointed,
of course, that this step was necessary be-
cause we worked very hard and we’re very
close to having the requisite number of votes.
But early this morning it became clear to me
that if the matter were taken to a vote there
was a substantial chance that we would not
get the votes necessary to pass the bill.

Let me begin by saying a profound word
of thanks to Speaker Gingrich and to the
leadership team in the House who worked
with us on this, and on the Democratic side,
to Representatives Fazio and Matsui and the
others who were helping them. This was a
partnership for the national interests, and I
am very grateful for what they are doing.

I think most of you know what happened.
We have been having a big debate in our
party for several years on the question of
trade and its role in our economic future.
Even though we clearly have a majority of
the Democratic mayors and Governors and
we had a majority in the Senate, we don’t
have a majority in the House who agree with
the position that I have taken. We worked
hard to overcome their objections, and we
didn’t succeed. And because we didn’t have
more Democratic votes, we then had to get
a bigger share of the Republican vote. That
brought into play the controversy over inter-
national family planning and the so-called
Mexico City language.

Had we been able to resolve that, I think
we could have gotten enough votes on the
Republican side to go with the Democrats’
votes we had to pass the bill. Clearly, I think
we could have. But we simply were not able
to do that. And I say that without undue criti-
cism of anyone. The people who took the
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position that they could not give their votes
to the fast-track legislation believe very deep-
ly in principle that we should change our
family planning funding. I, on the other
hand, believe that it would have been wrong
for me to mix the two issues and to com-
promise what I believe in principle. And in
the end this matter could not go forward be-
cause of that disagreement.

But what we’re going to do now is to re-
group a little bit and find a way to succeed,
and I think we’ll be able to do that. I also
know, from my extensive work now in the
House, that there are a large number of
House Members who are interested in trying
to find some constructive resolution of this
matter, and I think we may well be able to
do that. I expect that we will successfully
press forward with this issue in this Congress
and at the appropriate time. So I’m not par-
ticularly concerned about the long run; I
think we’ll be able to prevail.

Today, let me say again, I think it’s impor-
tant that all of us do more to make the case.
This country is in good shape. We have 131⁄2
million more jobs; we have a 4.7 percent un-
employment rate; we know that a third of
that growth has come from trade. We know
that the countries that are willing to enter
into agreements with us in the kinds of areas
of agreement that we need to push on a re-
gional and a worldwide basis will lower bar-
riers more in other countries than they will
in our country.

But we also know that the benefits of trade
are often not seen as directly tied to trade.
When a plant expands or a new contract is
signed, and whenever a plant closes down,
generally it’s easy to tie it to trade whether
trade had anything to do with it, or not. So
we have some more work to do.

But on balance, based on where we are
now, I’m quite optimistic that we will ulti-
mately prevail in this Congress. And I’m very
pleased again with the good partnership that
we had with Speaker Gingrich and the House
leadership team and with the Democrats who
helped us. And so we’re just going to go for-
ward. I think it’s clear to everybody that
America’s leadership in the world depends
upon America’s continuing economic leader-
ship, and this, therefore, has to be only a
temporary obstacle because, in the end, we

always find out a way to do what’s right for
America, to maintain our leadership, and
maintain our economic growth.

Situation in Iraq
Q. What did you think—[inaudible]—to

make a move on Iraq? And how do you assess
the situation now?

The President. Well, first of all, as you
know, the United Nations U–2 plane was not
fired upon in its flight. But—and that’s a
good thing, but it does not change the larger
issue which is that the U.N. inspections have
been stopped by Saddam Hussein. So the
next step is to get a very strong resolution
from the United Nations manifesting the de-
termination of the international community
to resume those inspections. And that should
happen shortly, as the report is made from
the people who went to Iraq. And then we
will have to go about manifesting that, dem-
onstrating our determination to start those
inspections again.

Q. Do you have any fear for the safety
of those Americans who are in Baghdad? And
what kind of unambiguous action did you sig-
nal yesterday that you expected out of the
Security Council?

The President. Well, of course, I’m con-
cerned about the Americans. I’m concerned
about the other United Nations personnel
who are there. I’m concerned about all of
them. But again, I am trying to work with
Mr. Butler and with the United Nations on
a daily basis to do what seems right and best.
And it was the judgment of the United Na-
tions people and Mr. Butler that they ought
to stay as long as they had a chance to resume
their work and that they wanted to do that.
But I assure you, I’m quite concerned with
the safety of all the people that are there
on behalf of Americans and on behalf of the
world community trying to keep this weapons
of mass destruction program from being re-
started.

I believe we are considering every aspect
of this issue. We spent all weekend working
exhaustively on it, and we’re going to watch
it very carefully in the days ahead.

Fast-Track Trade Authority
Q. Mr. President, on fast track, you said

that the people who decided to vote no on
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this because they believed in principle about
family planning are sincere. Do you think the
Democrats who decided to vote no on fast
track are sincere, or as you suggested in the
past, that, in fact, they’re knuckling under
to political pressure from labor?

The President. Well, I think some of
them are generally opposed to it. I think
some of them really do believe that we would
have gotten all the jobs we’ve gotten and we
would be raising incomes and lowering un-
employment and growing the economy if we
had a more protectionist trade policy, and
that we wouldn’t have lost any jobs that have
gone away in the economy. I think some of
them really believe that. I don’t believe that.
And I think the evidence is on my side on
that argument.

And then I think some of them were, in
effect, voting their district, voting their con-
cerns. They’re afraid or concerned, at least,
that the trade issue is much misunderstood
and easily subject to misunderstanding. Was
there some politics in it? Of course, there
is. But there’s politics in every tough vote
that has been held in the Congress and any
legislative body in my lifetime. I did not
question their integrity. I questioned the
judgment, and I do believe that there was
some who felt that it was a politically impos-
sible vote but that the right thing to do was
for me to have the authority and go forward,
based on my conversations.

What I think we have to do is try to let
the temperature go down here and unpack
this and go back to what is actually at stake.
The Democratic Party, insofar as it is saying
that we ought to inject labor issues and envi-
ronmental issues into our international nego-
tiations as part of our strategy to expand trade
and economic partnerships, that is a positive
thing. We can disagree about how we should
do that, but I think that’s a positive contribu-
tion of our party.

Insofar as we’re saying that we should do
more and do it more quickly to help people
who do lose their jobs, whether it’s from
trade or technological changes, or whatever,
to start new lives and to resume successful
careers, I think that is a positive thing. And
what we need to do is sort of unpack the
politics and the emotions and the substance
and try to go back and put this together in

a way that allows us to have a big bipartisan
majority in the House for a constructive fast-
track authority that enables us to move for-
ward on all these fronts. And I think we’ll
be able to do it.

Q. A lot of people are going to say this
is the second most serious defeat you’ve suf-
fered, after health care. Do you feel——

The President. No, there’s a big dif-
ference.

Q. Do you feel you could have handled
it better? Do you think you could have start-
ed earlier, or is this just a nut you couldn’t
crack unless you caved in on Mexico City?

The President. Well, I think in the end—
let me say again, I think in the end we could
have passed the bill if the Mexico City thing
had been resolved. But I simply couldn’t do
that. I mean, I just couldn’t do it. To me,
first of all, I think it’s wrong to mix these
things. And secondly, I feel as strongly in
principle on one side of the issue as the peo-
ple in the House who otherwise might have
voted for fast track do on the other. The prior
problem was that we have, as I said, we
had—look at the Senate vote—we have a ma-
jority of Senate Democrats for fast track, a
huge majority of the mayors and Governors
who are Democrats. We don’t have a major-
ity in the House. And I don’t know wheth-
er—what we could have done differently.

Let me just say this. I think the bill that’s
there before them now, had we been able
to persuade everybody involved that that bill
should have been there months ago, maybe
that would have made a difference. But it’s
easy to second-guess these things. The main
thing is—the difference between this and
health care was that health care was all
caught up in politics and partisanship in even
a more profound way, and there were big
vested interests that had a stake in basically
performing reverse plastic surgery on the
proposal we made, and when it was dead,
it was dead.

This is not dead. I will be very surprised
if we are not successful in developing a bipar-
tisan, constructive, successful approach to
fast track before this Congress is over. This
is a big difference here. I feel that this is
entirely different. And keep in mind, it’s also
occurring in a different context. It’s occurring
in the context of the country doing well, the
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economy being strong, and the Congress
continuing to do productive things.

So I’m going to sign a bill, an appropria-
tions bill that has the biggest increase in edu-
cation in decades, that funds the America
Reads program, our program to put comput-
ers in schools, increased scholarships for peo-
ple going to college, and that makes a huge
step toward establishing national academic
standards and national testing, something
that everything thought was dead just about
10 days ago, and we worked out.

So I’m basically very upbeat as we move
toward the break for Thanksgiving and
Christmas about the capacity of the Congress
to work together and to work with me and
to get this done. I wish we’d been able to
pass it right now, but I expect it to pass.

Q. What about this week? You said this
session, but do you mean this year?

Q. When? In the spring?
The President. I’m sorry, what did you

say?
Q. You said you expect it to pass this ses-

sion, but what about this year? Any hope this
week?

The President. First of all, we’ve been up
for a couple of days working on fast track
and dealing with Iraq, and you will, I hope
understand why we can’t make a judgment
about that. We will bring it back up at the
appropriate time and when we think we can
pass it. But we’re very close now, under the
most burdensome of circumstances. So all we
need is a few breaks to have more than
enough votes to pass it. And what I would
like to do is to bring it back up at a time
when we can pass it with a big vote and a
much stronger vote from both parties. And
I think there’s every change that we will be
able to do that. And I look forward to it, and
I expect it to happen.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:30 a.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to President Saddam Hussein of Iraq;
and Richard Butler, executive chairman of the
United Nations Special Commission.

Opening Remarks at the White
House Conference on Hate Crimes
November 10, 1997

The President. Thank you. I don’t see that
I need to say much, do you? [Laughter]
Thank you, Cheunee.

Audience member. You murdered Vince
Foster and it’s not a hate crime.

The President. We have the first amend-
ment even here. But I think the hate is com-
ing from your way, not mine.

President Trachtenberg, and members of
the administration, Senator Kennedy, Mem-
bers of the House. And let me also say that
in addition to all of you who are here, there
are thousands of people at satellite-link con-
ferences all over the country.

We have heard today two moving personal
testimonies, from a person who gave his life
in law enforcement and from a young person
just beginning her adult life but having al-
ready lived a lifetime of experiences that we
wish she had never endured. They both teach
us in different ways that our families and our
country can only thrive if they’re free from
the fear of crime and violence. And we have
to do everything we can to give them that
security. That’s the main reason we decided
to hold this White House Conference on
Hate Crimes.

As I said this morning to those of you who
were at the breakfast, all over the world we
see what happens when racial or ethnic or
religious animosity joins with lawlessness.
We’ve seen countries and people and fami-
lies torn apart. We’ve seen countries go from
peace to wholesale internecine slaughter in
a matter of months. We’ve seen people rise
up and fight each other over issues that they
thought had been dormant for centuries.

But even in America we hear too many
stories like the ones Cheunee told us, too
many stories like the 13-year-old African-
American boy nearly beaten to death when
he rode his bicycle through the wrong neigh-
borhood, the gay American murdered as he
walked home from work, the Asian-American
who lost her store to a firebomb hurled by
a racist, the Jewish-American whose house
of worship was desecrated by swastikas.
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